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maintained this high principle ever afterwards in
the practice of his profession.

I quote another incident mentioned in his
admirable lecture on the " Moral Aspects of the
Legal Profession/' to which I shall have occasion ta
refer more fully later on. This shows how he
discouraged those vexatious cases which the rich
and the powerful often bring to harass the poor and
the weak, as well as other cases which, taken by
themselves, are not bad in law or on the facts, but
which in their consequences are evidently fraught
with mischief. Sir Gooroodass did not disclose the
identity of the chief actor in the incident, but we
know it was Sir Gooroodass himself.

" A practitioner in a District Court was requested
by a Zamindar who understood a little of law to
draw up a plaint in a suit for recovery of a large
tract of alluvial land formed on the site of an estate
after-diluvion and in close contact with the estate
of the intending plaintiff. The Privy Council
decision in the case Lopez v. Mudan M. Thakur had
not then been passed, and according to the rulings
of the High Court as they then stood, the right to
alluvial land by accretion was held to prevail over
the right to reformation on old site. The Zamindar
was anxious to^bring his suit, but the young practi-
tioner's conscience was shocked at the idea that
what was clearly formed upon the site.of one man's
estate should become the property of another. He
could .not persuade himself that the law was meant
to sanction such; capricious transfer ,of pn>|>erty,